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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Final Office Action is in response to the communication received November 16, 
2005. In the communication, applicant has amended claims 1, 19-22, and added claims 28-29. 
Claims 1-5, 12, 19-29 are pending in the application. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that 
the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-5, 12, 19-24, and 28-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stowell et al "Stowell" (US 20020099579) in view of Postelnik et al (US 
Patent No. 7,069,235). 

As per claims 1, Stowell et al discloses an event monitoring architecture for performance- 
based supply chain management system and method for monitoring and buyer and supplier 
engagement. In so doing, Stowell et al discloses receiving a first supply chain event information 
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representing one or more first supply chain events from each of the supply chain partners at a 
database with each of the supply chain partners may communicate over a network (i.e. a server 
for receiving event information from suppliers) (See abstract), periodically applying one or more 
rules to the first supply chain event information (i.e. applying business rules to the event) 
[Paragraphs 0022 and 0078], generating one or more alerts pertaining to one or more 
discrepancies that are found in the supply chain event information, based on applying the rules 
[Paragraph 0078], communicating one of the alerts to only those supply chain partners who are 
participating in a transaction to which the discrepancies relate (i.e. emailing the alert to buyers 
and suppliers [Paragraph 0078], receiving second information that represents a second supply 
chain event that resolves the alert , and resolving the alert in the database based on the second 
information [Paragraph 0094]. Stowell does not explicitly disclose ...three or more supply chain 
partners at three or more respective levels of a supply chain... in a substantially concurrent way. 
However, Postelnik et al in the same field of endeavor, discloses the concept of more than one 
supply chain partners at different respective levels (col. 6, line 1-65. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify the disclosures of Stowell to 
include the teachings o/Postelnik et al with the motivation to enable supply chain partners to 
perform planning tasks collaboratively 

As per claims 2-4, Stowell further discloses the step of periodically escalating the alert to 
one or more pre-defined associated with each of the supply chain partners who are participating 
in the transaction to which the discrepancies relate, until the second information is received 
{Paragraph 0192]. 
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As per claim 5, Stowell further discloses periodically evaluating one or more existing 
alerts that are stored in an alerts table of the database, determining whether a particular existing 
alert is marked as resolved and removing the particular existing alert from the alerts table 
[Paragraph 0165], 

As per claim 12, Stowell further discloses receiving a set of updated manufacturing 
resource planning (MRP) data from a first supply chain partner, applying MRP profile rule that 
results in generating a user interface display that summarizes how the supply chain is affected by 
one or more changes reflected in the MRP data [Paragraph 0181 and 0190]. 

Claim 19 is a computer-readable medium carrying one or more sequences of instructions 
for automatically identifying and resolving one or more discrepancies in an outsourced 
manufacturing supply chain in which an enterprise and a plurality of its supply chain partners 
participate, which instructions, when executed by one or more processors, causing the one or 
more processors to carry the steps of method claim 1. Therefore claim 19 is rejected under the 
same rationale relied upon of claim 1. 

Claim 20 is an apparatus for automatically identifying and resolving one or more 
discrepancies in an outsourced manufacturing supply chain in which a plurality of its supply 
chain partners participate for performing the steps of claim of method claim 1. Therefore claim 
20 is rejected under the same rationale relied upon of claim 1. 

Claims 21-23 are apparatus for automatically identifying and resolving one or more 
discrepancies in an outsourced manufacturing supply chain in which a plurality of its supply 
chain partners participate for performing the steps of claim of method claim 1. Therefore claim 
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20 is rejected under the same rationale relied upon of claim 1. In addition, Stowell et al discloses 
a network interface. Note the abstract of Stowell et al. 

As per claim 24, Stowell further discloses periodically evaluating one or more existing 
alerts that are stored in an alerts table of the database, determining whether a particular existing 
alert is marked as resolved and removing the particular existing alert from the alerts table 
[Paragraph 0165]. 

As per claim 25, Stowell further disclose an administrative subsystem configured to 
enable an administrative user to create and store one or more values that define the pre-defined 
parties and one or more other characteristics of the supply chain partners [Paragraph 0152]. 

As per claims 26 and 27, Stowell further discloses user interface generating logic that is 
configured to generate one or more user interface pages comprises a summary view of the alerts, 
and includes one or more links to detailed views of information related to the one of the alerts 
that is shown in the summary view, wherein the links are selected from among a plurality of 
links relating to all alerts and include only links that specifically pertain to the one of the alerts 
that is shown in the summary view[ Paragraph 0183]. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant has amended the claims and added new limitations (three or more supply chain 
partners at three or more respective levels of a supply chain and applicant has argued that 
Stowell et al does not teach the added limitations. Becker et al in the same field of endeavor 
teaches applicant's added limitations. Applicant is directed to the new rejection of these claims 
in paragraph 4 above. 
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Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

a. Becker et al (Specifying Information System For Business Process Integration- A 
Management Perspective) discloses the concept of supply chain system comprising hierarchy of 
supply chain partners. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Romain Jeanty whose telephone number is (571) 272-6732. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs 7:30 am - 6:00 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tariq R. Hafiz can be reached on (571) 272-6729. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
RJ 

February 3, 2006 




Romain Jeamy 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3623 



